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SIR: 

Applicant acknowledges with appreciation the indication of allowability of the 
claimed invention. In response to the Examiner's Statement of Reason for Allowance in the 
Notice of Allowance of August 20, 2007, Applicant respectfully submits the following 
comments. 

Paragraph 2 on page 2 of the Notice of Allowance states: 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for 
allowance: The claims are novel and nonobvious over the prior 
art of record for the following reasons. The prior art of record 
does not disclose or suggest the following features in light of 
the specification as well as in combination as arranged in the 
claims: 

The extracting step includes reducing a number of the 
plurality of calculated mode vectors by filtering said plurality 
of calculated mode vectors using at least one of order ratio 
filtering, component comparison filtering and frequency 
filtering. The filtering processes are defined in the specification 
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of the instant application in Figure 4, elements 122, 124, and 
126 as well as with respect to order ratio filtering, see 
paragraphs 60-61, component comparison filtering, see 
paragraphs 62-65, and frequency filtering, see paragraph 66. 
The limitations not corresponding to the filtering processes 
described have been anticipated by the previously cited 
references, Stubbs U.S. Patent No. 5,327,358 as well as Liu. 
However the filtering processes as defined in the specification 
in combination and conjunction with the claims as arranged 
render the claims novel and non-obvious. In addition, software 
packages such as ANSYS and NASTRAN which perform FEM 
analysis are relevant prior art but lack the specificity to 
overcome the claims us arranged with specificity drawn to the 
filtering processes defined in the specification and recited 
above. 



To the extent the above comments read exemplary embodiments of the specification 
into the allowed claims, it is respectfully noted that the allowed claims simply recite "order 
ratio filtering, component comparison filtering and frequency filtering." Accordingly, the 
comments quoted above do not apply to any of the allowed claims, and the portions of the 
present specification cited above do not limit the allowed claims. 



Respectfully submitted, 



OBLON, SPIVAK, McCLELLAND, 
MAIER & NEUSTADT, P.C. 



Customer Number 





Tel: (703)413-3000 
Fax: (703)413 -2220 



Edward W. Tracy, Jr. 
Registration No. 47,998 



(OSMMN 06/04) 



I:\atty\et\241075US\241075US CSRA 9-27-07.DOC 



2 



